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le barbarian conqueror is likely to be still more receptive than the
larchman to amenities of life which he finds in use among the
pigoni of peoples whom he has reduced by his own prowess to
tie status of a subject population.

Such, at any rate, was the sequel to the comradeship-in-anns
Between the Manchus and their Chinese neighbours in the de-
niable territory in South Manchuria outside the Great Wall, but
aside the Willow Palisade:

'The Manchus were, from the beginning, without either the strong
ribal consciousness or the strong historical traditions of the Mongols.1

. . This very immaturity facilitated their extraordinarily rapid and
horough assumption of Chinese characteristics. Indeed, nothing could
>e more evident. . . than that the Manchus, from a very early period,
lot only looked on China as a country to conquer, but on Chinese
ivilization as something to aspire to. ... The Manchus . .. had taken
)n a thoroughly Chinese colour. Their two emperors who ruled from
Mukden before the entry into China were emperors in the Chinese
nanner.... It cannot be doubted that the racial character of certain laws
:>f privilege passed by the Manchus has been greatly overemphasized.
There was a residuum of racial feeling in some of these laws; but
all of them, in .operation, had an almost purely social function; and
in any case their nominal racial character is vitiated by the fact that,
from the beginning, Chinese 'bannermen* were counted as Manchus.
The 'banners' themselves were purely a military, never a racial, forma-
tion. . . . There was no restriction on marriage between Manchus and
Chinese 'bannermen', and ... at an early period Manchus began to
marry non-'banner* Chinese girls, although not giving their own daugh-
ters in marriage to non-'banner' Chinese men/2

The same tendency to abandon a dejure segregation hi favour
of a de facto symbiosis can be traced, as we have already noted, in
the history of another body of barbarian empire-builders: the
Primitive Muslim Arab conquerors of South-Western Asia, who
were unintentionally and unconsciously restoring a Syriac uni-
versal state which had first taken shape in tie prematurely
shattered empire of the Achaemenidae.3

In Syria, under the regime of the Caliph Mu'awiyah (in Syria

i The Mongols in the Far Eastern World, like the Hyksos in the Egyptiac World,
paid the penalty of eviction for their unreadiness to soak themselves through and through
in the culture of the sophisticated people whom they had conquered. The happier
fortune which was common to the Mongols' Manchu successors and the Hyksos*
Libyan successors is an indication that, for a barbarian empire-builder, a cultural self-
surrender is an indispensable act of atonement and that, if he cannot bring himself to
this, he can never hope to win forgiveness for his political presumptuousness, (On this

vol. i, pp. 75-7, above. For the comparison drawn by Eduard Meyer between the recep-
tivity of the Arab builders of the Caliphate and that of the Persian builders of the
Achaemenian Empire see the present chapter, p. 443, footnote 3, above.